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Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 
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REASONS FOR REQUESTING A PRE -APPEAL BRIEF REVIEW 



Dear Sir: 



The Examiner has finally rejected all of the claims pending 
in the present application under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kirkwood (U.S. 6,665,662) in view of Lippert 
(U.S. 6,356,906) . 

Applicants responded to this final rejection on 11/15/2005 
with arguments on why neither Kirkwood, nor Lippert, nor any 
combination thereof, describe applicants pending claims. In an 
Advisory Action dated 12/29/05, the Examiner states his 
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disagreement. Based on the Examiner's statement in the Advisory 
Action, as best can be determined, Applicants feel the Examiner 
has clearly erred in citing wrapping from a query language to a 
markup language at a client (Lippert) as describing applicants' 
wrapper at a web server for accepting a query in a plurality of 
programming languages. The following detailed description will 
explain further. 

The quotation Lippert cited by the examiner in his Advisory 
Action of 12/29/05 is found in column 10, lines 22-24. As 
noted by Applicants in their Amendment After Final filed 
11/15/05, page 2, third paragraph, Lippert wraps at the client 
side his query which is in the SQL language, in the XML markup 
language. 

The quotation from Lippert, column 10, lines 22 - 24 merely 
indicates that the database query language doesn't have to be SQL 
and the markup language XML but that any database query language 
can be adapted to any markup language. Those of ordinary skill 
in this subject matter area would immediately recognize this, 
whether Lippert had stated it or not. 

Lippert, however, is describing his wrap from a query 
language to a markup language at a client computer. Applicant's 
claim 1 does not recite wrapping a query language in a markup 
language at a client computer. Applicant's claim 1 requires a 
web server having an API coupled to a data store for sending a 
query to the data store and receiving a directory entry. Claim 1 
also requires a wrapper coupled to the API for accepting this 
query from a user application in a plurality of programming 
languages. SQL is a query language, not a programming language 
as defined by examples in Applicant's specification, page 11, 
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such as JAVA, LOTUS SCRIPT, REXX, and "C" . XML is a markup 
language, not such a programming language in which a user 
application must send the query as required by claim 1. In fact, 
claim 1 requires Applicants wrapper, which is coupled to the API 
at the web server to be adapted to accept the query in a 
plurality of programming languages. The Examiner has not shown 
where Lippert describes these unique features of claim 1 . 

Applicants respectfully request a pre-appeal brief review as 
noted in the attached form PTO/SB/33. 



Respectfully submitted, 





John R. Pivnichny 
Reg. No. 43,001 



Telephone: ( 607 ) 429-4358 
Fax: (607)429-4119 
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